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another.* Yet of late it has been assumed that two
or three nations could, by joining together, acquire
a right against a third which they did not possess
separately. This practice has been protested against
under the name of Non-intervention, and this has
been made a principle and a virtue. But we do not
talk of non-robbery or non-piracy, so that this term
shows the demoralisation of opinion ; for it leads to
the supposition that intervention or non-intervention
are different policies, instead of the true notion that
intervention is wrong and cannot, in any manner, be
justified. Wheaton, after referring, to the refusal of
England to join in the measures of interference taken
by the Congress of Verona, in 1822, seeks to justify
the intervention of France, England, and Russia, in
1827, in the affairs of the Morea.f It was open to
any of those countries to have sent an ultimatum and
a declaration of war to the Ottoman Porte, but the
conduct which led to Navarino, and warlike operations
in the midst of peace, was a distinct violation of law,
and a crime. J

Partly owing to this setting aside of the principle
of equality amongst nations, by fanciful divisions of
civilised and uncivilised; partly owing to interven-

* Vattel, book ii. chap. i. sect. 7.

f Wheaton, vol. i. part ii. chap. i. sect. 9.

J The case of Mexico is so recent that it is enough to name it.